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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No. 955 of 2021
Date of decision: 11.01.2021.

Ankush Nayyar . Petitioner.
Versus

State of Punjab and another . Respondents.

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL
Present:-  Mr. Karanjit Singh, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Mr. Dhruv Dayal, Senior DAG, Punjab, for respondent No. 1.

ookskok

ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL, J. (ORAL)

Heard through video conferencing.
The petitioner is seeking anticipatory bail in FIR No. 34 dated
18.08.2020, under Sections 328, 406 and 498-A of the Indian Penal Code,

1860, registered at Police Station Women Ludhiana, District Ludhiana.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that it is alleged in
the FIR that the complainant had been administered phenyl. He, however,
contends that the petitioner and his family members have been falsely
implicated, as there were differences in the matrimonial life of the petitioner
and the complainant and they have preferred a petition for divorce by mutual
consent. Later, the complainant had started demanding money which was
beyond the capacity of the petitioner. He also contends that the petitioner
himself had taken the complainant to the hospital and had paid her medical
expenses.

Heard.
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The allegations against the petitioner are that he had forcibly
administered phenyl to the complainant. It is also alleged in the FIR that
after the birth of a female child, the complainant was harassed and tortured
by the petitioner and his family members. She had been thrown out of the
house and later with the intervention of the respectables, she had come back
to the house and was forcibly administered phenyl. The first petition
preferred by the petitioner for anticipatory bail had been dismissed as
withdrawn on 29.10.2020. In view of serious allegations against the
petitioner, I do not deem it to be a fit case to grant the concession of
anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

Consequently, the petition stands dismissed.

(ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL)

11.01.2021 JUDGE
Ramesh
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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